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ments likely to strengthen its political support everywhere.1 The furthering of the development of all nationalities, although certainly not undertaken to advance nationalist aims, was and is bound to result in strengthening the national consciousness of all the peoples of the Union.2 Certain traditional forms of developing nationalism in the U.S.S.R. are attacked as " bourgeois nationalism " ; others are encouraged as necessary conditions of a prosperous socialist society. Whatever the indeological conceptions of the Communist Party as regards the ultimate future of mankind, it clearly rejects as an expression of " Great-Russian chauvinism" the theory that, within the present U.S.S.R., an amalgamation of all nationalities, with the Russians as nucleus, is desirable.3 Certainly, the C.P. associates no special feelings with the continued existence, and even less with the present scope, of any particular nationality. But it is quite convinced that an absorption of all, or even most, especially of any of the more developed nationalities of the U.S.S.R., is impossible, and that even mere dreams of such an absorption are detrimental to the cohesion and. cooperation of the peoples of the Union.3
Certainly, the main aim of Communist policy in the U.S.S.R. is the development of a common Soviet patriotism. If, as generally in Western theory, nationalism is identified with political allegiance, it is mere tautology to say that out of Soviet nationality policy a new,unified nation is growing, with the
* See Kohn, op. dt.t p. 74, and the highly interesting statistics of the (1930) national structure of the C.P.S.U., given on pp. 158-9. Unfortunately, the latest available statistics are those of April i, 1932 (i.e. of the culmination point of the First Five Year Plan), given by S-ich, op. cit. They evidently reflect the support, or lack of support, that the policy of industrialisation and collectivisation met with among the various nationalities, but not the definitive outcome of these policies as regards the national structure of the Communist Party. In 1932, compared with 1922, the percentage of Party members belonging to the locally leading nationality was stable, on as high a level as might be expected in view of the percentage of the respective nationality amongst the working classes, in Armenia (90 p.c.) and amongst the Georgians, Komi, Chuvash, Kirghiz (60-70 p.c.). Progress was greatest amongst the Kalmuks (from 30-8 to 73 p.c. of the total of Party members of the respective republics), the Byelorussians (from 21-7 to 60*4 p.c.), the Ukrainians (from 23*6 to 59-2 p.c.), in Daghestan (from' 20-3 to 66-2 p.c.), and in the Tatar republic (from 19-8 to, 41-6 p.c.) and satisfactory, in view of the ethnographical structure of the local working class, in Azerbaijan (from 39-5 to 44*4 p.c.). The one setback was in the Volga German Republic (from 67-5 to 48-9 p.c.), and this is the more interesting as our statistics date from pre-Hitlerite times. The Volga-Gennaa Republic was the one where the locally leading nationality had already enjoyed a leading cultural position before 1917, but had been restricted to agriculture. Emancipation of the Ukrainian and Tatar peasant minorities, and increased political influence or the predominantly Russian industrial workers, resulted in a reduction of i&p German share.
op. at., pp.s,$off*                        8 See Stalin, op. cit., pp. 2245*.